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DIGEST .. , a ' - -@ * %q isfy 'o

Employees were6d6rected to use'a governm.nt-owned v-
atten4d ̂traint n' i cadrset, A n''emp oyee'f,. Whb ch`s*o
personta'l''reasons not to travel in the governrmenttRoL ed i
but to travel in his own automobile, may be reimburspd.a ,

1
J'

the reaucbd rate of 9.5 cents per mile. See title4l C.FRtCt#Y
5 301-2.2e) and 301-4,4(c) (1992) , 
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DECISION .-.i,,mw ....,....., .X,;,,,_, 8 ,

The Internal Revenue Service (IRS)' requests aidec t lo
to whether Mr. Scott Faulks is-entitled td reimbutsementt for
use of his automobile for personal reasons when d, supervisor
directed Mr. Faulks and other employees to travel ,-to a ,, .:
training course in a government-owned van. ForO te follo'wt'wt
ing reasons, we find that Mr. Faulks may.receive a;reduced- -
rate of reimbursement. * -, 7 -. I j
Mr. Faulks and other employees yere directed to atten afitt
training course in Milpitas, California, which' is approxiJ'
mately 170 miles away from their official station in Fresno,
California, Prior to the training, a supervisor directed
that all employees who were to attend the training course
travel together in a government-owned van. However,
Mr. Faulks chose for personal reasons not to travel in the
government-owned van, but to travel in his own automobile 3
Mr. Faulks now claims full mileage reimbursement for the
round, trip from Frosno to Milpitas in the amount of $85,
i.e., 3401 Miles at 25 cents per mile. , . ,
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1Robert R. Craig, Regional Controller, Western Region6 San'
Franciscd 'California. 5 ': 0;..' X 1.&4 ii .

:**- .#t - .. 5 5

'We note that the Internal Revenue Manual 1763, Travel
Handbook, section (122)(10) states that "(ojfficials will
not require travelers to car-pool.!. 1 .
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The Federal Travel-Regulation, at 41 C,.FR. 5 '301-2, 3 e)4';
(1992) provides that when an employee uses a privately owned
conveyance as a matter of personal preference and 'such use
is compatible with the performance of official business, ;
although not determined to be advantageous to 'the'!governmen't
under 41 CFR, § 301-2l2(d) (3), such puse may be authorized
or approved provided that reimbursement"46II lmit eid :L NA O
accordance with 41 C,F,R, Part 30-4 f19,43ig' n,;'In l'$2ie' ae t
case, the IRS agrees that Mr. Faulksts usely , {ho' at~itbi7,e
was compatible with the performance of orfi6c albusn
but was determnined not to be advantageous to'*the,,gQc ... e an t

Title 41 C.FR; 5 §',431-4.ic. 1192 pr. des-F
employe e- vou 1d-pot,-ord Ina riybet 18 ag K "' 

.privately owrnedjct Ie bu ceaetels goWQm 
privately owned;.,qM60yance, riimbursemet-as2' Ppet
the re'duced'ra"' %.5",,5cents sC' mie; r§istjf krp~~
Revenue Manu'al .i1I41.i-1763 '(TraVel`-Hand6 S!ETS/b
Mr. Faulks may be .re~mbursed $32.|'30 (3iO mirsi cn
per mile) rather ,than $65 -;u , }arIO.1 
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